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"Amount in controversy" is the amount the parties to a lawsuit dispute, argue about, or debate during the litigation. ! It means 


the maximum amount that a successful party can be awarded by the judgment and the maximum amount that the unsuccessful 


party can be ordered to pay.” 


Sometimes the court has no jurisdiction of matters when the amount involved exceeds a specified maximum.” In other courts 


the jurisdiction is restricted to matters involving a specified minimum amount or value.“ 


Observation: 
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Under certain statutes, a court which has its jurisdiction limited by a minimum threshold amount may nevertheless be given 


jurisdiction by the statute of substantive claims which do not meet the threshold amount but which otherwise fall under the statute.° 


In suits to enjoin the enforcement of statutes or ordinances imposing a property tax, or a license, or an excise tax or fee, the 


amount of the tax or fee sought to be enforced is the amount in controversy.° 


Generally, when a suit is for an interest in real property, rather than damages, the value of the property interest at issue determines 


the amount in controversy for jurisdictional purposes. ’ The pecuniary value of an insurer's obligation to tender a defense to 
its insured in the underlying suit implicating the coverage issue is properly considered in determining the existence of the 


jurisdictional amount in an action to determine coverage.® 


In some cases, such as when a defendant fails to make an evidentiary showing of the amount in controversy to establish a court's 
subject-matter jurisdiction or when the evidence of the amount in controversy is in dispute, a trial court could, in its discretion, 


leave the jurisdictional issue to be decided until after a trial on the merits.” Indeed, a plaintiff's failure to state a jurisdictional 
amount of controversy in the petition, alone, will not deprive a trial court of jurisdiction; even if the pleadings fail to establish 


the amount in controversy, the plaintiff may prove the jurisdictional amount at trial.!° 
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